Amdt l\ih-d hnu.m ?Oir 
Response k> Office \i\um vi juK 2<> 2o06 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 
* laim-. 1 23, 28 and 2 C ) .jj e cuuentK pending in I hi appin ahon t laim-. 1 23,2^ 
and 2° ha\ e been iO|<\ ted under 3^ I SC ii 103(a) as aliegedh being ob\ ions o\ et L S 
Paleni No 6,408,282 sBuksU m \ leu of I, ^ Patent Pub! No I S200 1/00^4020 (Batth) and 
Patent Pub! No LblOOl 0041(^4 H ataj 

\ppluants tespectfullv icijucst ^consideration of thepiescut application 
Independent claims i, )S and 28 ha\ e been amended to clai its the hierarchical 
relationship between dements oi the claims Foi example claim 1 has been amended to 
state that the i outing node is a child j outing node of the parent node '-mTuksilv claim 1,5 
has been amended to stak that the netuoik s<_u ices engine is a child of the loot network 
sei \ ues s. ngme, ' and J hat the at least one netuoik soi\ ues sn ikh is a t luld of the 
neUso? I ser \ ici s engine Claim 28 has jlso been amended to state that the af least one 
netuotk sen ices su ffch is a child ot the uefu oik sei \ ices engine " CctSam dependent 
claims ha\ t ako been amended to account tor the loiegomg amt.ndiUt.nts fo fhe 
independent claims detailed a box e 

Claims 1-23, 28 and 29 are Allowable over the 
Proposed Buist-Barth-Lara Combination 

A. The Proposed Combination Fails to Disclose, Teach, or Suggest 
Limitations Recited in th e I n depe a dent CI aims 

To establish a prima fade case of obviousness, "the prior art must teach or suggest 
all the claim limitations." MPEP § 2143; see also MPEP § 2143.03 ('To establish prima facie 
obviousness of a claimed invention, all the claim limitations must be taught or suggested 
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bv the poor art " V 

IhecLiutied subject mallei is directed to a web sot \ uos ueUusil archttechne 
comprising a distributed hieiarchy of nodes that inlet mediate ueh sei\ Resnelnotk 
transactions touting set\ tee jc lion loquests based on touting en hies that map at I ton 
idt.ntitit.rj. U> net-work roioutu lotatt'ts Hie hierarchical relation ot the ncdes w expressly 
rt.Het.kd tu Hit. ameudmeufs U> the tlatm language discussed abt>\t. Actt'tcimg to the 
m\ enfion. the hj.etuit.rn controls tho How ot routing information that is clistt ibuted to the 
routing nodes Jrom a root table, allow tng mdtv idual touting nodes to store onh tho 
sntoi matron the\ need This permits hghl-w eight ioutiiig node implementations, and 
allows, for tho actual software implementations to bo installed on e\is.tmg netwotk goat 
{e g , i outers) Phis feature allows multiple uniting nodes throttghonl the nefuot k 
rediu tiig tho bottleneei associated v\ ith com ention neb sei \ uos netv\orl gateways 

Km e\ampk, claim 1 states that a patent notk includes a fust ivultng Sable wish 
touting entries allowing toj the rouhng of service action rt.tjut.sts across a compukj 
network Claim I also includes at least one child routing node comprising o local touting 
table including touting entries allow mg tor the routing ot sen ice action requests across 
the computer netwotk, \\ hot em the routing entries oath comprising an action identifier 
and a cor iespondrng netu os k resource locator and u herein the patent node and the child 
routing node are each operubb connected to the tompntor netv\orl to recot\e sen ice 
action requests from subst ribing node-., and route ser\ tee ac lion iOi.iuo-.ts including at lion 
tdt.nhht.ts tt> serv ice pi\>\ fding uidpoinls associated w ith the network resoiute loeafots 
coj i tspondmg to the aeffon identities When tlie child routing node tecei\es a set sice 
action request requiting o routing entr\ not contained m the local touting table, tt 
transmits "a routing entity request to the parent node," which adds "a routing entry to the 
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local i outing tabic of the routing node m iosponso to a routing entiU request 
Independent claims n and 2^ hu lude similar limitations in addition, claim ^ has been 
ptextoush amended to state that the touting node and the parent node ate both opesatn e 
to establish icspei ti\ eumnedion^ to the sei <■ uo pso\ idmg endpomts foi tiausnusston of 
the soi vice aclte-n requests and teceipt or j espouds So She sen it e action tequests Claim 58 
has boon amended in a similar manner to ckum 

As discussed below, the proposed Biust-Barth-i aro combination foils to disclose or 
suggest the claimed subject mattci Foi example, the Fvommet appears to allege thot the 
mastei, inlet mediate and replica sen ers jre engines or s\\ itches that route son iec action 
requests (appasontlv because thev can be modified to include load balancing 
Sunt ttonatitv) I km e<. er, thus is sinipk no! the wise, as Buist does not disclose or suggest 
mis moditu anon Rathei, the master, intermediate and leplit a sei \ eis jre delate e to the 
claimed sublet t matter) sets ice pio\ idtug endpomts lo u hich sets tee action jequesfs ( t m 
be touted buist merely discloses a load dish i button system that atbitrates among replica 
sen ets (sen ice pro\ idmg end points) bpeciticalh , Buist discloses a uset-to-usor set unties 
trading sx stem, including a toot server/database and a pluialih of replica son ers At 
initiation (e g , uset login}, a load balancer directs the user to a lephca sei \ei (leaf node 
set \ei ) >\ user ma\ then post trades on the tephca sen et. w hich Itansmits the bade 
requests to the root sen er /database The root sen ei /database logs the requested trade, 
assigns jn IP, and transmits {he updated tecord to the replua .sen er 

The Kammer alleges that Buist teaches a r«x>t netviotk sen ices engine that includes 
a global routing table including entries alkm ing toj the routing ot sen see action requests, 
and a netwotk sen ices engine including a touting table allow, ing for the routing ot son ice 
action requests over a computer network. The Examiner also alleges that Bu ist discloses a 
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nebs or k sen sees sw itch as claimed. The passes ci tod bv the f H vimmer, how or, contain 
no Mich teaching.! 4 \s discussed heroin, Bius{ teaches a luerauhkal ssstein of son ers to 
process so<. initios iranvu Uotis Buist also morels discloses a load balancer operath o to 
arbitr ate among the leaf node'replk a son ers Buisl doos not disclose a hiet arcliica! s\stem 
tor routing web sen ices requests, and controlling She floss ot routing information among 
She routing nodes, as disclosed and claimed m t}ie present application 

The Fxammei lohes on various sections ot Buist ('mamlv Columns 7-1 \ ) to aohies e 
the c! tinned combination The specific teachings ot Buist ore addressed below 

For example, the ! xaminer oiks Buist at Col T.^o-bT, Col, S !-r>2, & Col. $ 10-41 to 
allege that it teaches a root netnod sen ices engine, Buist, Col. 7 ^-f>7 nieieiv teacher that 
the root sei s ei and database contains real-time seainlv information f he loot 
senei database, however, does not contain a routing table allowing foi uniting of sen ice 
action requests Fuming to Buisl, at Column S, Sines 3- lb, the cited passage merely 
discloses that 1} the intermediate and rephca sen ers stc>re copies ol the master database, 2) 
changes to the master database are pros ided to the intermediate and replica sen ers and 
3} that the master, intermediate and replica sen ers are connected bv a network Buist, Col 
8, 17-32 morels discloses how updates to the master database resulting trom user 
transactions processed by the replica sen or are propagated lo the mtennechate and replied 
sen ers. Buist, Col. ^'33-47 merely discloses that 1 ) \\ oi kstations ji o also connected to 
broke? doalos set \ ei and database. 2) thebiokoi denies database sloses workstation user 
account information, and 3} the broker dealer server is connected to the master server 
Buisf, Col f<48-"2 mereK discloses that 1) She master database may store the v. orkstation 
user account information (ohs fating need for separate broker/dealer sen ert, 2) that the 
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woj kstation users interact with icplica sen eis, and 3} user account and portfolio 
iniontiatiou is d\ namicalk updated a-, a testtlt oi u-.oj ttan-.,k Uous 1 dsth , Buist Co! o 10- 
41 tneieb dist lo-,es that 1) a clu nt application o\et uted on ,\ noikst.Hton establishes a 
conn 1 1 1 tot i to a biokej diaiot sei\ oi 'database, 2} the usot pun ides authentuatton 
tulotmatton to the database, 3j a successful autheiitit atton j exults tn the woi I station 
establishing a second connection to tht. load balatKei 20, 4) tht. load balatKei selects a 
ropSica ^en er based on one ot mote load balancing factors, the load balancer transfers 
tht. connection to the selected tepltca sen t-t , and (->") tho replica sen ei and the 
btoker dealei sen er p\ o\ ide intoi malion to the client application to genu ate \ ai k>us 
displays. 

1 he Lvaminet also alleges that Buist C ol 7 ■>> <V7,fc (. ol SI n2 disclose a toot 
neUso? i sei\ its. engine that adds t outing table entries to {he uniting tables ot the its. {work 
set \ ices engine and su tlch Office At tion at 4} \-> discussed abov e, how n ei , Buist 
dtst lose-, tk> such thing Butst dist lose-, a single load balancer that directs user-, to tephca 
{leaf node) sen ors The toot ser\ er/datobase ot Busst pi o\ ides seem ftits trading and 
account infi">i mattors, not routing table enfi tes In addition, Buist, Col 10 hl-or & Col \ 1 1- 
14 meieK discloses how a usei ttansaclion ts puxessed b\ the hseiatchtcal liansaelton 
processing system It does not JisJose the transmission oi routing enh \ mtoi malion 
{hi oughout a hieiatchv ot touting nodes Most o\ s. r, Bm-U does not dtsjose a s\ stem 
w here paient and i hild nodes each per tor m touting ot set\ tee at tton n\ius. -.ts Katht r, m 
Buist, the repl ft a servers meieh contact the root sct\ct to atcotnphsh tequested 
transactions For example, the toot suvu in Buist is requited to accomplish a uset-to-user 
socutitios ti ansaction, w hile the i tplieo sei \ ei s ore positioned to interact direct h \\ ith the 
user, and involve the root server only when required such as to accomplish a trade, or 
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change usei amount mfoimabon 

1 ho C >tt its. A*, turn contain-, othe? allegations that a? e unsuppot t.ibk Ft)} evampk, 

joimlhs.) -.uppoit the j ejections Uio kxamiuei alleges that theuseoi multiple load 

balancers on multiple hieuudncalh situated soj \ oj and/o? k>uUks would hj\eheen 

ob\ ious in light ot tlit teat lungs ot Hurst to kirthtu facilitate oven load disti ibution among 

rapist a ser\ ers " Otlia' Aehon at ^ 

In addition, tho Fxominei also alleges 

Hurst teaches fho loeeipt oi updated tnlotmotion liom a user woil station, 
whith mlui matron would ob\ loush include routing mtoi matron tot 
ser\ iung a user request, ,}s the i outing intor matron would bo necessarv tor 
location of a user worl station wsthm a hierarchical structure 

Ofhce Action at 5 As discussed abos c, this contention is unsuppor table. For example, as 
disc, ussed abo\ e, w or kslations are con not ted. to renin a servers and broker dealer sers ers 
Since tho replu a ser\ ers handle tho direct t onnechorr with tho workstations to process 
transaction requests ot workstations, it is not netessan. to tiansnnt routing in formation up 
to the root database. Rather, as discussed abos e, the replica ser\ er transmits the trade 
requests to the root ser\ er, database 1 he root ser\ or, database logs the requested trade, 
assigns an ID, and tsansmits the updated record to the replica sen or Given this scheme, 
Applicants question the Examiner as to whv the updated information from a user 
w orkstation would necessarily include 1 routing rntor matron.' Applicant's also question 
the Examiner as to what "routing information" w ouk! be required by other son ers in the 
hieiardiv lo mm \ ico a user request. Indeed, siru e the rephca sen or 1 now s the networ k 
address of the woi kstalion, it merelv uses that notworl- address to liansnnt rosponsn o 
information back to the wort station during the session. There is no need, and indeed no 
disclosure m the cited references, that teaches or suggests that the update information 
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puxcssoi.1 bv the Burst s\ stem rndu des routing information 

Second, the I \ammej itn oh ectb alleges that the workstation ts located withm a 
lues aichual sttiu tu is. Ihi->h moot roc L hi so\ era! \\ .us A \\ or kskition cottnei U to a 
rt plica server o\ er atomputer netuotkand is not lonlaitieJ oi located uHltrn the 
lueratJn Set ondlv , tht. j ep!i».a ser\ ei is a Seat ttoele of tht. hietaj ch\ and, m Butst, is the 
oftiv!>et\et t\pe to establish connections w ith itsej woi i< stations Ut-oiJiii^K, a 
woi kstation of Burst fs not located within the hietaichx \dditionalb , e\ en it the 
x\ otkstation wore dnectlv connected to a highet le\ el node in the hiesaf ch\ ot Buisf it g , a 
soot ot intermediate ser\ er) distribution oj joutmg tnfotmalion" is still not teamed 
Rathe; , am sea \ ei o egai dless ot the as chitectute ot tht s\ stum) u oitld maintain a 
v. oj nn i. tton oj session %\ ith the workstation and transmits tesponsjxe messages to it 
\ccotding!\, the f'vaminet s contention (esse nttallx mote speculation) that touting 
information ts iieeess,uil\ disseminated thioughout the tueiaithv to prot ess tiansacliotis is 
not well taken In the latest office action, the Kammet repeats attempts to suppoit this 
allegation mercK b^ repeating bald speculation (\\ ithouf o shied of supporting e\ idence) 
that some soit of touting data 'intoi motion' must he included Sec }ul\ 2i , 2006 Ottiee 
Action at 12 % IS I he Kaminet s contention fails to ox cieom*. the serious flaw s in the 
I \ammej s jeasomng pie%ious| v jaised bv Vppltcant i m thermos it the ! xammei 
intends to iclv on some teaching m the puoi art as suppottmg this ^intention. Applicants 
it specttnllv lequest that the 1 \ammei spucjIicaSK point tt) at least some Mtppoi Img 
evidence in the prior ar t. 

Shll kn ther, Baith iaiK to disclose ot suggest the claimed siibjet t matter ) he 
f\ammei appears to ieh on Barth toi its teaching ot load balancing s^ stems in connection 
with "general information inquisitions." Office Action at 6. Relative to Buist, Barth adds 
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nothing new as it meteix disposes a load ba!an<_u that aihhatts among a pkuahty of 
st't \ t't s Spi >. tiualix , Bar th appeals to disi lose a Ostein that monttois uset actions to 
dotoimine \\ bother I hi usii is soatdung tot tnfoj mation, pukesses the user actions to 
annposi a vjkH quetx , and tiansnnts the seauh quet \ to at least one miot mation 
supplier Haiti* aisodsst k>ses j toad balancing sx skm that aibitiaks among a group i>t 
setxets losiippott a laigt. usu base Spouhtallx, a load balaiKta "04 retuxes information 
coneoi mug a usu session and Jioosts a season sen es ttom on ai s a* ot seai ch sei x oi s to 
find resources that mov be telex ant to the mtoi motion i elating to the user session Similar 
to Huist, the stauh M i n <_t is another sen ko prox khng end point \\ hde the load balant.<_t 
ai hltates among these sei \ i<_e pi ox iding end pom t> <\gam. Hat th Joes not Jisdose a 
hu rauhicai \\ eb ser \ Ki s noUx ot k sx.stotn that tontioK {he flow ot touting onhx 
inform jtion among a pknahtv oi uniting nodes, as disi iosed and t laimed 

bH\[ fuilher, the \ \amtner notes that \ppik.ant lias ptex touslx amended the t {aims 
state that the touting entues indudi. action identittets and il-hiuiu 1 loealois See Ottice 
Action at 7 The Fxommu, citing Haith llj 00^-00 IS then irKonocth' suggests that Haith 
discloses this subfect mottei Hoxxcx ei, ftoi th s \ ague statements regarding th*. use ot 
L KI s b\ client v eb bioxxsu s and the op<_iatson ot \\ eb s<_n <_is does not dssdost this 
limitation. 

the Kammoi appeals to rolx on 1 a? a fot a tj attic manager that lontes v\i b requests 
to one of the neb sei \ eis As x\ ith Burst and Bai th, i. ara Joes not Jim. lose the thinned 
subjrt t matter Ralhej, hi e the tx\o leieiences betoie it ! aia mert.lv dist.lt. >st.s a load 
balancer (h attic matugei) that atbtttates among a pluialttx ot web seAejs Speuticalh, 
kaui et al teach content replseaf son and disti sbuhon in a djsti ibuted \\ eh soi x ei s\ stun 
For the most part, Lara focuses its teachings on handling changes to content and 
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dHtnbuling those changes to the phtmhh ot sen eis S LV 1 ara 11 OOOZ-OOO 4 -) Iho s\ stem 
appeals lo indude one ot mote web m i <■ s. is ea*.h md tiding jn agent {hal umimmtu ales 
u i{h a managot and (.onion I dislnbnloi Tin con ten I dislubuloi identifies i hanges lo 
source hie sets, and {tansntits modiiualion lists u» lite agents Ihe agents install the 
changed hkson She file system ot tilt web setvets ! aia 'jj 001 I [ aui, [umtsei, also 
teaches a halite managvt that duet ts web j equests to 'a\ ai Sable u eb seiveis ' lo achieve a 
load balancing function Lata Tl 0028, 0042 

In sumrtwn , none ot tht. efted refeiencts discloses a hioi otehicul web su* ices 
netwotk s\ stern eompjismg a patent node and a child lOttlmg node, w h<_te the uniting 
nod*, routes son ice action tequesls to set\ tee pto\ tdtng endpoints based, on touting table 
iniosmation stotod in a uniting table Phe cited lefeunces aisodonol disclose a uniting 
{able (.ompjismg touting s. nttu s, v\ hej e the uniting {able (. nh us include an ,u hon 
identifier and a t on espondmg neluorl tej.cn nee Sot atoj kit Shei moj e, none ol She cited 
teSernices dfSLiost a ut.b su vices netwoik s\ stem that includes a child j outing nodt that 
f equests touting enh\ mtormatfon hom the patent node \loteo\ of, none ot the cited 
t etef ences disclose o stem w hoi t. uppei le\ el nodes in the hieratchv iecu\ e t equests 
bom subscribing nodes in addition, as to claims ^ jnd IS, none ot the cited lefes ences 
disclose a i outing node that establishes connections to the ser\ ic\. pio\ idmg endpoints for 
{ransmisMon ot {he sot\ ue at {ion request jnd teceipJ o! j esponds to the sei\ ice ,u tion 
it. quests Rathe?, the Soad balaiueusot Buist, Bajth, and Lara tnou'k dtuil oi ioruatd web 
tequcsts to selected su\ lis and do not establish connections u ith s.et\ see pjo\ tdfng 
endpoints U> liansmit the lequests and jeceue response*. 
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B. The Examiner has Failed to Properly Establish a Prima Facie Case of 
Obviousness VV i th Respect to t he Fro posed Combination 

Applicants respectfully submit that the rejection of claims 1-23, 28 and 29 based on 
the proposed Buist-Barth-Lara combination is improper because the Examiner has not 
shown the required teaching, suggestion, or motivation in Buist, barth, Lara, or in the 
knowledge that was genera fly available to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine Buist, Barth, and Lara with, each other, or to modify their 
teachings, as proposed. 

The question raised under 35 U.S.C § 1.03 is whether the prior art taken as a whole 
would suggest the claimed invention to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention. Accordingly, even if all elements of a claim are disclosed in various prior art 
references, which is certainly not the case here as discussed above, the claimed invention 
taken as a whole cannot be said to be obvious without some reason given in the prior art 
why one of ordinary skill, at the time of the invention would have been prompted to 
modify the teachings of a reference or combine the teachings of multiple references to 
arrive at the claimed invention. 

The \t V V V sets torth tht strict legal standard tos t_-.tabh-.hnig a puma lau^a-* oi 
ob\ loudness based on modification or combination ot pnoi art references ' To establish a 
prima facie case ot ob* iousness, three basic cntetia must be met Fust, thete must be some 
suggestion oi moln ation, eithoi in the iek\tenees themsehesoj in the know Sedge 
geneiaily a\ ailable \n one ot ordinal \ skill in the ai t, to nnxhlv the ieteience oi combine 
reJeiLnee kai bangs. Setond, then, must be a reasonable L\pn_tahon ot success Finulh , 
the piiui ait feterenLe (or reteiene.es t\ her e tombj nod } must teai h oi suggest all thedaim 
limitations \\ P b 1' *i21 12, 21 13 Hit teaching, suggestion, oi moh\ AUon tos the 
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modification or combination and the reasonable expectation of success must both be tound 

in the pnot ait and cannot be based on jn applicant's disc losure See Id (citations 

omitted). "Ob\ iousness can oniv be established bv combining ot modifying the teachings 

ot the prioi art to pioduce the claimed invention where theieKsomo teaching, suggestion. 

or motivation to do m.> found either explicitly or implicitly m the relerem.es themseU es or 

m She t now ledge generally available to one ot ordinary si ill in the art" at the time ot the 

sm ention Ml E P § 2143 01 Even the tact that references can be modified or combined 

does not render the resultant modification or combination obvious unless the prior art 

teaches oi suggests the desirability of the modification oi combination. See Id, {citations 

omitted) Moieo\ er, " To establish prima facie ob\ iousness of a claimed im ention. all the 

claim limitations must be knight or suggested bv the pnoi art Ail woicK in a claim must 

be consideied in judging the patentability ot that claim against the pi tor ai t ' M.P hP $ 

214"* 03 fokitions omitted) 

Applicants respecttulK submit that the rejection of claims 1-23, 2S and 2^ based on 

the proposed Buist-BarnVt aio combination is improper under the M P F 1 and governing 

Federal Circuit cases in tact, nowhere does the Fxammer demonstrate, w ith respect to the 

pioposed combination, that Huist, Harth. j ara. or know ledge geneially a\ ailable to a 

person ha\ ing ordinary skill in the ai t at the lime of the m\ ention u ould has e pro\ tded 

any teaching, suggestion, or motivation v\h,Hsoe\ ei to nuke ihe proposed combination 

As an example, to o\ ercome the admitted dolk lencies in the teachings of Buist. Barth, and 

Lara, the hxammer stales that Huisl can be mod t lied to arrange load balancer-, in a 

hierarchy Specifically, the Fxammer, at numerous points, states 

Fxammei notes that the use ot multiple lood-balancers on multiple 
hierarchically situated servers and/or routers w ould ha\ e been ob\ sous m 
light of the teachings of Hmst to tiuther kicilitate even load distribution 
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among iephea sen ess, (Coj L >, linos 20-27) 

Office Action at J Thus <.ontuition Lifts Lis short ot meetmg tht strict rtquiiemuits of tht 
\\ P E f\ and governing Federal Circuit case law directed to modification ot cited 
reference^ F nst off, the Examiner pomts to no prtoi art that w ouid teach or suggest 
tncorpoiation of load balancers into multiple nodes of a hier-.it eh teal s\ stem, oi the 
auangement of load balances m a literal chx at all Butsf, Co! u 20-27 mereK discloses 
that the .securities ttading s\stem max be accessed b\ a Luge use* base and that the load 
balant er dtstj tbutes usets among the tephea (leaf node) sen \ ens to halante load 
Applicants quen the IXannner as to w heie Bmst {or other ctfed pnor att) teaches fhat load 
balancers (not suvc ts/databas^s) can be at ranged on mnltipk, hierarclucalix -situated 
set vets h? tact, Hutsf appears to teach a wax trotn this modification SpeuficaiS), Butsf 
teaches a s\stem x\ heie a load balancer is situated pnoi to tepltca sen eis (leaf nodes 1 ) ot a 
hierarchical securities ttansaction ptocesstng s\stem That is, Buist teaches that users tust 
<.onnect to a load baiatuer, w huh liansteis iequests fo a lepiiea sen ei Buist, Col 9 ^0-41 
it ts (he iepiiea sen eis that dueclK interact n ith usei wot Lstuhons to piocess usei 
bansactions into? medtaL and root so? \ ojs do not directlv handle requests Rathet, thev 
handL updates to the master database 1 {it a ludmg propagation ot updates to lepiita 
set vets) resulting h\>m usti transactions Cjveti tht toregotug, Applicants quet v the 
1 \aminet as to how tht Fxammti's proposed modification (hue, nsmg multiple k>ad 
balancers- on multiple hieiaichicallv situated s-er\ ers w ould ev en operate 

\toteo\ er, now here does the Examiner demonstrate that a person ha\ mg ordinary 
si- ill in the a; t at the time oi the in\ enhon would hax e i easonabb expo*, ted. the pi oposed 
(.ombinafion to achiex e the put posted results I list now hoi o does the Fxatxunet 
demonstrate that the 1 proposed combination would haxem tact prodmed the purported 
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i esults leu example, now hese Joes the Komtnef ev on attempt to demonstt ate th.it the 
combination, unhiding I hi modiiuation nut taught bv anv iited teles once, would have 
at iue\ od the pin pose of facilitating load distribution anions teplk a si i <■ i is In addition, 
e<. i n assuming lot the sake of aiguiuenl that the pioposed lombmation w oukl tune 
ptodiued tht. put pot ted j esults, ttowhetedoes She Katnmet demonsltate that a petson 
having ojdtftdn sktl! m the drt at the time ol She nutrition would have teasonablv 
expected such Jesuits \s an e\amplo the fxammej meseh asset ts that modilv fng oUfst 
as alleged -would hav e achiev ed the purpose ot facilitating lood distribution among teplica 
set vets Without <_\ en attempting to demonstrate that a pe^on hav mg oj dinar \ s| j|j m the 
ai t at the tune of the im enlton w oukl hav e teasonablv expected such i esult 11 the 
Fvammej intends to telv on inhumation thai was gene? ally available to a pet son having 
ordinal v skill in the ait at the time oi the invention to demons^ ate that the putpoiU d 
results ot She proposed combination would have been e\ pee ted Ln a petson hav ing 
ordtnai v skill in the at tat the tune of the invention, Applicant tespecttullv requests that 
the r\aimner piov ide documentor ev idence that such mtoi mahon was m tact genes alh 
av ailable to a person hov nig ordmaf v skill m the af t at the time ot the sm ention, as 
tequued b\ the M (' i P and governing federal Ctuuit case law 

loi at least these teasons Applicants tespecttullv submit that the 1: \aminej has not 
established a prima fauecaseof obv iousness against ilatms I 2\ 28 and 2^ Applicants 
iispecttullv tequest tet onsidei alion and allowance ol ilatms I 2\ 28 and 2 C ) 

In light ot the tojegotng, Applicant believes that all eunenily pending ( hums ate 
presentlv m condition tor allowance Applicant f espoettulh requests a tunelv \otrce ot 
Allowance be issued in this case. If the Examiner believes that any further action by 
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Applicant is ncxessarv to piaco this application m umditfoii for allowance. Applicants 
}'s..\jLiesl a {eiqM'ione (..ontoreiKo with the tiiidi'iM*;ni'J at tho telephone munboi set lor ih 

below. 

KospecliuHv ^ubnutled, 

1 AW OFi ICL OF VI ARK I SPOl \ AR 

By 
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